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FOREWORD 
The school population is always affected during social upheavals. 
Within the last two decades we have passed through economic depressions 
with its bread lines, unemployment and its wandering youth eager to get 
into CCC Camps. We have passed through epidemics of polio, influenza, 
cat flu and the like. We have passed through the great \vorld War, No.II 
with its drafted fathers, mothers working in war industries and doorstep 
children. These types of social disruptions have not only incr eased · t 
school population but simultaneously they have created a problem of pupils 
dropping out of school. The holding pmter of the school has been so sharply 
challenged that educational workers in almost every area of the public 
school system have addressed themselves to the question: ~ihat can the 
school do to prevent pupils from leaving school ? 
This study deals with what might be called the most vulnerable section 
of the problem --- Negro children who live in slum areas. vl.hile there are 
many publications of various and sundry sort, very few were found on the 
Negro phase and not any were found on the Negro elementary school drop-
outs in Virginia. Therefore, the data 111hich supports this study is 
limited and fragmentary. However, the writer has made a careful study of 
the three schools concerned in this investigation and has used whatever 
data she could find which might verify, enrich and give supportive as-
sistance to the solution of this problem. 
The writer wishes to express her heartfelt appreciation to those who 
in anyway assisted in making this study. Especially am I grateful to my 
Advisor, Dr. W. Linwood Chase who even though he was not available on 
account of his duties in Europe, he has given me every possible assistance 
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whenever he could be contacted. I am very deeply grateful to Dr. B. Alice 
Crossley, who in the absence of Dr. Chase, has given me the guidance and 
instruction vdthout which this study could not have been culminated. Her 
advice in every way has been helpful and her sympathetic understanding 
has been inestimable .I make grateful acknowledgement to Dr; Paul M~ 1-fimro, 
Superintendent of Lynchburg Public Schools, for suggesting a problem to be 
worked out and for making the school records available~ I am also g~a~~pul 
to Hiss S ~ F ~ Anderson who typed the introduction and all of the tables, 
giving generously of her time 1 much of which was requested at very incon-
venient hours; 
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I N T R 0 D U C T I 0 N 
THE CONMUNITY SETTING OF THESE SCHOOLS 
Schools A and B 
This thesis concerns three Lynchburg Negro elementary schools which 
will be designated as Schools A, B, and c. A la~ge majority of the pupils 
in each of these schools comes from submarginal areas ---- areas which 
Bossard calls interstitial areas. He defines such an area as 11 an inter-
vening area, usually between a residential and a business or industrial 
section, involving fissures and breaks in the social organization in which 
all kinds of debris and foreign matter tend to collect and cake. Its 
characteristics may be identified in terms of changing structures and 
utilities --- or in terms of personal and social disorganization, with the 
attendant high rates of delinquency, crime, physical disease, mental dis-
orders, alcoholism, sexual irregularities and the like. 111 This definition 
by Bossard aptly describes the school areas in this study which grew up 
around tobacco factories. 
Lynchburg was formerly a boom town for the tobacco industry, contain-
ing tobacco factories in all parts of the town. The wealthy class whites 
(First Families of Virginia) made their fortunes in the tobacco industry. 
Wherever these factories were located, migrant workers were induced to 
come in from North Carolina and other southern sections . In many cases 
the factory owners offered further inducements by building rude shacks and 
lJames H. S. Bossard, The Sociology of Child Development. New York: 
Harper and Brothers, 1948. Pp. 535 - 536. 
~ -- -----=-=~~= 
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shanties around the factories to house those migrant \vorkers. Thus, many 
of these tobacco workers were persuaded to reside permanently in Lynchburg, 
living in those houses which the tobacco company had built. 
School C 
The corrmunity of this school had its origin in somewhat different 
circumstances. This school is located in an area which became a part of 
Lynchburg by annexation. Even when it was rural, it was within easy walk-
ing distance of the tobacco factories in the area of School A. Therefore, 
this section, like the areas of Schools A and B, attracted migrant workers 
who sought employment in the tobacco industries in tm~. These workers 
were employed in town, but their children attended the rural school on the 
outskirts of the tovm. The houses in this area also were of a make-shift 
sort and in most cases were erected by the m~ers of the tobacco indus-
tries . 2 
Most of our school population for the three schools comes from these 
poor houses on a labyrinth of small narrow streets and alleys, some of 
which are dead end streets; and some live in houses behind other houses on 
no streets at all, having entrance to their houses only by a path through 
someone else's lot. These houses are small, ugly, crowded and in extremely 
bad condition. These "predelinquent areas 11 are literally "across-the-track) 
neighborhoods; some of the property lines adjoin the railroad property. 
Host of the families are l arge - all living in very small dwellings. 
There is a paucity of fathers living with their families. Often the 
fathers in the homes are not married to the mothers. Frequently there are 
2 ____ , Interview with an old Lynchburg Citizen. Hay 1, 1952 
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"uncles11 or "boarders" in the house. Sometimes when the larger girls be-
come mothers, their own mothers will become the babies 1 11mothers 11 • 
Many of the pupils are not properly clothed for the severe winter days. 
They have no overcoat or winter coat . In order to keep sufficiently warm, 
sweaters and jackets are piled on layer upon layer. The first sweater or 
jacket which is put on often serves as underwear. Likewise, several pairs 
of trousers are worn for the same reason as are the several sweaters and 
jackets. 
The physical condition of the children reflects the sordidness of the 
degrading conditions in which they live. They are undernourished and af-
flicted with many diseases such as, rheumatic fever, the children's conta-
gious diseases, heart disabilities, poliomyelitis, venereal diseases and 
a variety of the skin diseases; namely) scabies, ringworms, and impetigo. 
The majority of the free lunch pupils comes from these areas and they cannot 
afford one square meal a day at home which means the free lunch they re-
" ceive at school constitutes the major part of their food supply. In some. 
instances children have attempted to carry some of their free lunch home to 
their mothers. Very limited clinical facilities are provided for the cor-
rection of health conditions. Often the teacher assumes the task of 
soliciting such second-hand wearing apparel as she can secure as a means 
of somewhat relieving the condition. The Family Welfare gives very limited 
relief to these conditions and in many cases these families are denied out-
right on the basis of their careless living. 
THE PROBLEM AND ITS ANALYSIS 
The problem of this study may be stated in the question, how effective 
is the holding power of the Lynchburg Negro Elementary Schools in influenc-
==c--- ---===-=======~--======If== 
X 
# -=------
ing pupils sixteen years old and over to continue in school who tend to 
drop out for socio-economic reasons? This study is concerned with two 
major issues: (1) Do the pupils who have dropped out over a period of years 
evidence a l ack of interest in and an appreciation for the educational ser-
vices of the schools? (2) Do t he educational services of the schools pro-
vide for the solution of problems conducive to dropping out? 
This study suggests a further break- down as follows: 
1 . To what extent do pupils drop out l'Tho receive free 
lunch and free books? 
2. Do pupils have a tendency to drop out who obviously 
do not have the bare necessities -- poorly clad, lack 
of money for school activities? 
a . To what extent do the schools meet the 
needs of indigent pupils? 
b . vfuat relationship exists between t he schools 
and the welfare agencies? 
3. Do pupils tend to drop out who come from broken homes 
children of unwed mothers or estranged parents? 
I 
a . Do the schools provide adequate services of 
visiting teachers or school social workers? 
4. Are adopted pupils inclined to drop out? 
5. Do pupils who live in submarginal areas have a tendenc~ 
to drop out? 
a . What civic and social organizations are 
interested in the betterment of the school 
community, such as P.T.A1 s, School Leagues? 
b. Are the schools a part of or beneficiary 
to any community organization program? 
6. Are indigent girls inclined to drop out and get married? 
a. What guidance services are provided to influence 
stay in school? 
b. How diligent is teacher visitation to the home? 
c. How cooperative are parents? 
7. Are indigent boys inclined to drop out to go to 11'Tork? 
a. Do the schools provide training in voca-
tional guidance and courses in arts and 
crafts? 
8. What is the attitude of over-aged, retarded pupils 
toward stay in school? 
a. Is there a strong spirit of school 
loyalty? 
b. Is the school program properly related 
to pupil interests -- providing monitorial 
services, patrols? 
Source, Justification and Scope 
The problem rises out of the conditions prevalent in a~hools supervised 
b;1 the -writer , which are located in suhnarginal (interstitial) areas . The 
administration of these schools has had to address itself to an increasing 
list of habitua1.absences and behavior problems until they are either 
transferred to other schools, sent to detention or placed in foster homes. 
In scope this study would apply to all pupils who have dropped out of the 
three schools during the eight years of .hersupervision and to 
xi 
the schools who might be potential drop-outs, including 
(1) pupils who are sixteen years old and over now in 
these schools; 
(2) pupils who have dropped out on becoming sixteen 
years old within the last eight years; 
(3) pupils with illegal absences or 11initial truancies 11 ; 
(4) habitual truants between twelve and sixteen years old. 
Definition of Terms 
Holding pm·Ter as applied to this study >vould mean the influence of the 
total educational services and relationships of the school to inspire the 
interests in growth and development and content them to remain in school. 
Drop-outs in this study would mean those who leave school perwBnently and 
also those who leave and return, including recidivists who have been sent 
to training schools. 
xii 
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CHAPTER I 
REVIEW OF RESEARCH 
The related research is not confined to t he elementary field because 
the ele.Tilentary studies on drop-outs are very limit ed and fragmentary as 
has been stated. 
Harry Richmanlmade a study of the school system of Elizabeth, New JersE15' 
The plans used as a result of his study have reduced delinquency fifty per-
cent. He says that a relatirely small number of drop-outs is absorbed by 
industry but the. largest numbers \'Thich are left "on the streets" are apt to 
get into delinquency difficulties, develop bad habits of citizenship and 
thinking and become candidates for future community relief agencies of a.J..1 
types. He lists the following reasons for pupils leaving school: 
1. Failures in two or more subjects~ 
2. Home conditions ranging from abject proverty to broken f amilies with 
the resultant lack of one parent. 
3. Deficiency in health, eyesight , hearing, reading ability or comprehen-
sion or t here are low I. Q.•s. 
Harry Richma.n2gives the following probable solutions to the problem: 
1. Curriculums should be adjusted to include course of study in addition 
to and on an entirely different level from those already in existence. 
The new course should emphasize more shop and craft work, more "learn-
ing-by-doing11 and considerable less academic work. It must be on 
a lower intellectual level, developing skills, hobbies and interests 
and at the same time must use only the best and strongest teachers 
in the system. 
2Harry Richman, "Dropouts?« Clearing House, XIII (1>1ay, 1939), 548-549. 
Ibid, 5 . 50~· 
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2. There must be tremendous expansion in the guidance departments. 
3. Every city should have trained psychologists to assist in solving 
difficult discipline cases. 
Marion s. Justice3gives a worth while study on "Implications of a !'olJ.s:>w 
-Up Study of School Leavers 11 • A check list of nineteen items was used and 
interviews were had with t hose being followed up in the Mecklenburg County 
Schools of North Carolina. This study has the distinction of being the 
first study attempted in the state on a county-wide basis. The following 
causes of s chool leaving are listed: 
1. Economic reasons, to work and needed at home 
2. Indifference, dislike of school and tired of school 
3. Failure in work 
4. Married 
5. Poor health 
6. Suspended 
Other causes 
Unknown 
Broad Implications. 
29 % 
21 % 
9 % 
6 % 
4 % 
4 % 
6 % 
21 % 
1. Definite need of curriculum revision to provide program of instruction 
more in line with what pupils will encounter after leaving school. 
2. Program of better service to pupils, including continuous inventory 
of interests and abilities, occupational information, explorations of 
further training opportunities, counseling, placement and continuous 
follow-up study of school leavers. 
-\.arion s. Justice1 "Implications of a Follow-Up Study of School Leavers 11, Occupations, XIlC ~May, 1941) Pp. 563-566 
2 
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Helen Miller McDonough4in her thesis 11 A Folloli-Up Study of School 
Leavers of the Trade High School for Girls, Boston, l>iass. 11 gives the follow-
ing purposes of the study: 
1. To appraise in part the industrial education offered by the Trade High 
School for girls in terms of preparation for useful employment and 
provision for all aspects of life adjustments by means of a follm1-up 
study of graduates and non-graduates. 
2. To ascertain the need for revising the curriculum. 
3. To demonstrate the necessity for improving the guidance services in 
assisting applicants to select specific occupations, and in enabling 
pupils to make better adjustments to their environment. 
Interviews and questionnaires were the techinques used. The study was 
limited to youth fourteen years of age and over since the school was o~gi-
nally established for this group and it is for this group that the guidance 
program is primarily concerned. The group selected included all graduates 
of the school over a three year period 1945, 1946, 1947, as well as all 
school-leavers who had attended a minimum of sixty days during the same 
three year period. 
About half of the pup:p.a who participated in this study believed that 
their training was adequate. The remaining number think that the inclusion 
of more academic work, commercial subjects, and a broader trade training 
would have been advantageous. 
4nelen !>tiller 1-icDonough, 11A Follow-up Study of the School Leavers of the 
Trade High School for Girls. u Unpublished Master's Thesis. Boston, Mass., 
Boston University, 1949, Pp. 74. 
3 
A report of the United States Office of Education, 511Why do Boys and 
Girls Drop out of School and w'hat Can lfle Do About It ?" was made in 1950 
by a conference of forty representatives of school Systems in cities of 
more than 200,000 population. 
The report listed the follo\ving identifications of potential drop-outs: 
1. Potential maladjustment. 
2. Intermittent and regular absence and excessive tardiness. 
3. Poor reading ability. 
4. Physical health problems. 
5. Repeated tendency toward failure in formal school eKperiences. 
6. Lack of acti ve participation in school activties. 
7. Parental indifferences. 
8. Family tensions. 
9. Lack of a personal sense of belonging. 
10. Financial problems. 
11. Inability to get along with school associates~ 
12. Dislike for certain subjects. 
19. Excessive il1terest in gainful work outside of school. 
14. Extreme introvent or extrovert tendencies. 
15. Lack of proper teacher - pupil relationship. 
16. Emotional instability 
17. Boredom and restlessness. 
The report listed the following recommendation: 
1. That steps be taken to deal with the drop-out problem in ter.ms local 
needs and resources. 
' \1hy do Boys and Girls Drop Out of School and \Vhat can We do About *~ '! 11 26~as · on D c., _ U ·ted States Goverment Printing Office, Circular 
4 
2. That the superintendents concerned establish a clearing service for 
those teachers and workers who are seeking to discover educational 
needs of early school - leavers. 
John C. Carlisle and L. A. \o/illiams6in their study, ''What Pupils are 
Being Eliminated'?" state that their purpose ·was to determine the variability 
of 11 slow learning" pupils with respect to a series of school progress factors. 
The study i'las based upon four hundred pupils divided into two groups : 
1. ~rer Group, comple~ed first five smmesters. 
2. Drop-outs, completed one semester. 
The grade point average for both groups did not exceed 1.4. Thene seems 
to be no signifcant difference in age and I. Q. There \-las social difference-
Drop-outs 55.6 per cent from homes where parents born in United Stat es vs 
69.10 percent of Lovter Group. 43.30 per cent of Drop-out parents had eighth 
grade education vs 57.20 per cent lo~rer group. 18.90 per cent Drop-out 
parents attended college vs 33.30 per cent lower group~ 
Theses findings indicated that slol'l pupils who do not remain in school 
are in mentality, as a group, at least equal to those who do remain in 
school. Therefore, it seems that some means might be found to adapt the 
school to meet the needs of pupils without creation of ne\lt educational 
institutions. 
Emily G. P~erl s 7 Why Pupils Leave School" is an investigation of 
reasons for voluntary wi thdrai'lal from school 11hich was made in Oakland, 
California 1rith a group of pupils sixteen to eighteen years of age who left 
6 
John c. Carlisle and L. A. 1 illiams, "What Pupils Are Being Eliminated?" 
Clearing House, XIII (Dec. 1938) 233-234. 
7 
IDn:lly G. Palmer, "Why Pupils Leave School", Vocational Guidance 
• 
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the public schools one spring and a group of pupils of same age who re."'lained 
in school during the same period. There were 112 boys and 108 girls in the 
first group and in the second group 126 girls and 124 boys. Oakland, Calif-
ornia was chosen for the study, since it seemed a city quite t ypical in re-
gard to employment and financial conditions and far above average in schoOl 
offerings. Case histories formed the basis for the study. The collected 
data has been treated in tw·o ways. The differences or similarities bet'\'Teen 
the two groups shown statistically; and the actual reasons for lea~~ 
school or for remaining in school. The pupils who left school l'Tere called 
Group B and those who continued, Group A. 
It was foU11d that nativity had little to do \vith school attendance, 
as the two groups were nearly 90% native born. The percentage of pupils 
of foreign parcentage was only two thirds as great in Group A as in Group B. 
A decided difference in mentality of the two gro1,1ps "VTaS found but the 
range of mentality, according to the results of Terman Group Test was prac-
tically the same. 
There were striking differences as shown by the school environment. 
Progress in school indicated by relation of age to grade shorred that all 
but 15% of pupils who left school were retarded. Retardation might be 
accepted as a reason for leaving school "Vlhen we consider the emotional and 
social reations of a child who feels "too old for his grad!. 
The education of parents had some influence on length of stay in school 
of p1pils, although the attitude of parents toward education has greater 
influence. In this study 68% of parents of Group A and 77% in Group B had 
less education than their children. 
~fuen the school environment results in antagonistic reaction, pupils 
6 
will leave school. In Group A 82.4 per cent showed a favorable attitude 
vrhich 18.6 per cent of Group B showed the same attitude. The school is 
not entirely responsible for the pupils attitude because the attitude of 
mind in ii'hich pupils leave home in the morning has much to do with his 
attitude toward school. 
Indifferent attit ude was expr essed by 11.6 % in group A and 30.9 % in 
/ group B; unfavorable attitude by 6% in Group A and 47.3 % in Group B. 
The home "''thich is accepted as normal is the one with both parents. 
71 % of pupils of Group A and 58% in Group B lived in normal homes. The 
low social and economic status of the family accompanies withdrat'lal. 
From this investigation it seems that the desire for higher education 
is more powerf ul urge to r emain in school than is dislike of school for 
1-dthdrawal; that the utilitarian urge is about equal tm'fard both retention 
and withdrawal.; that our family standards of education have risen so that 
more pupils remain in school for that reason than leave because of low 
standards; and finally, that maladjustment in the home causes the with-
drawal of more pupils than parental urge can keep in school. 
Palmer lists the .following conclusions: 
1. Higher education has become the goal of an increasingly large number 
of pupils and forms so strong an urge in a high school group that schools 
may feel that their obligations are being well discharged in this direction. 
2. Practical value of courses in high school has not become evident 
enough to pupils. 
3. The accepted standard in home for secondary school education has 
grown remarkable in the last twenty years. 
4. Home conditions, on the other hand are matters with which schools 
7 
have dealt ver-y little and which they can usually affect only indirectly. 
It is not too much, however, to ask the school, through its counselors to 
know the home conditions of pupils well enough to have a sympathetic 
understanding of them and not blindly put pressure on just the point where 
pupils are having most dif ficulty at home. 
For every school system which has a desire to serve the m.axi.tfium _ 
number of pupils, some other lessons are suggested from these data. 
by: 
1. Pupil who is reaching upper limits of capacity in school work 
is one of the most difficult problems i nvolved in retaining pupils 
in school. A combination of "'rork and school whether in cooperative 
part-time or continuation education gives school an opportunity 
to extend education facilities to boys and girls who learn best 
through concrete experience. 
2. IDnployment during out of school hours- in the community there is 
large reservoir i·Thich might be tapped to interpret educational 
experiences to young people who expect to remain in school. 
3. A policy in regard to whole matter of allowing pupils to leave school 
or remain ln school might well be adopted in any school system. 
Leonard M. Miller8 says some schools are increasing their holding pol'rer 
1. Helping the slow learner continue his schooling. 
2. Keeping tab on pupils who leave school early to go to work. 
3. Getting summer drop-outs to return to school. 
4. Arranging school w·ork programs • 
8 
Leonard M. Miller, 11Increasing Their Holding Pm-1er11 , Journal 
of National Education Association., XI {May 1951), 325-326. 
8 
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5, Sensitizing teachers to the needs of the pupils. 
6. Letting pupils share in course building and program planning. 
7. Providing a -differentiated program of studies and a minimum of required 
subjects for graduation. 
8. Scheduling a remedial-reading program for elementary and secondary 
schools. 
9. Providing better counseling services. 
David T. Armstrong9"1'lho is the head of the English Department of :Emerson 
High School, Union City, N. J. has an article based on interviews with young 
people who left school to go to work, those l'lho were vmrki.."lg and those who 
worked in the sUimller of 1944 and did not return to school, 
He reports that the pupils who worked during the stnmner of 1944 were 
earning good money and did not want to return to school. The jingle of 
money was a more powerful attraction than the appeal of learning. 
In most of our high schools only a book learning is available. Pupils 
' 
vtho are not too much interested in books are not sufficently intrigued by 
our classroom procedures. 
He offers the following suggestions toward solving the problem: 
1. Treat pupils as young adults • 
2. Segregate book learners from non-book learners. 
3. Establish more evening schools for those 1-rho vmrk or build a work 
school plan. 
4. Expand offerings in all manual skills and trades for those who can 
1 profit by them. 
9 
. ( David T. Armstrong, 11Pupils 1 Objections to Sc~ool11 , Nations Schools, 
XXXI, (March 1945), 51. 
California has made a study of drop-outs and graduates which was under-
taken at the suggestion of professional organizations with the help of an 
advisory coJIUllittee represent ing several State Organizations. 
Donald Kitch 10, Chief of the Bureau of Occupational Information and 
Guidance in the State Department of Education in California, says the stuczy 
involved the following: 
1. All County, city, and local district schools which were interested 
in participating in the project were asked to organize and conduct 
local studies. 
2. Deans and heads of schools and departments of education in colleges 
and universities providing graduate training for teachers have been 
urged to encourage graduate students to undertake studies of drop- I 
outs. 
3. A mimeographed bulletin entitled 11 Guide for Making a Follow-up 
St-udy of School Drop-outs and Graduates" has been published and 
distributed to all city and county offices . 
4. Child Labor Branch of U. S. Dept. of Labor was asked to make an 
intensive interview-type study. 
5. Data from these studies would be analyzed and consol idated into 
a single printed report, giving a picture of what is happening 
to drop-outs on a state-wide basis. 
Purpose of t he project was to get more complete information to such 
problerre as the following: 
I.O 
Donald Kitch, 11 Does California Have a Drop-out Problem11 ? Galifor-
nia Journal of Secondary Education. Vol. XXV (April 1950) PP. 214- 217. 
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1. How adequate is the holding pmrer of California's schools ? How 
many young people drop out of school before graduating from high 
school ? At what grade levels do most drop-outs occur ? 
2. ~ihat are the reasons why young people leave school before gradua- u 
tion ? How many leave because of dissatisfaction with school ? 
How many for financial reasons ? Hol'l many for other reasons ? 
3. Can methods be devised for recognizing potential drop-outs before 
they actually leave school ? 
4. \ihat proportion of the young people leave school as drop-outs 
secure further schooling ? Do young people leaving school take 
advantage of opportunities provided by evening school programs ? 
5. How do young people leaving school fit into the state's labor 
force ? In what kinds of occupations do drop-outs find employ-
ment . 
6. Is California losing potential leaders by allowing intelligent 
young people who could profit from advanced education to drop out 
of school too soon ? 
7. How do school leavers think that the schools could have served them 
better ? 
8. In the light of the findings, what can schools do to improve their 
services to young people ? 
Kansas City is interested in its drop-out problem too. George Melcher11, 
Superintendent Emeritus of Kansas City, Missouri Schools, sent questionnaires 
11George 1-lelcher, '!Why Pupils Leave School", Education Digest . Vol. XI 
(March 1946 ) P. P. 52 - 54. 
11 
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to 242 boys and 142 girls who left htree schools in 1943 - 1944 and failed 
to return in 1944. Replies were received from 119 pupils. The replies 
from the three schools 11ere almost identical which might mean that the 
answers have a good deal of reliability. 
Three-fourths of the pupils had had only one or two jobs since leaving 
school; one-fourth of the boys began work at ~30.00 or more per week; one-
half at $24.00 or more per week; three-fourths at $15.00 more per week! 
One-fourth of the girls began at $20.00 or more per week; one-half at $18 .00 
or more per week, and three-fourths at $15.00 or more per week. The boys 
had increased their wages about one-third on the average and the girls had 
increased their weekly wages by almost 50 per cent. 
Most of these pupils seemed happy in their v10rk and gave as reasons for 
it, promotions, pay increases, and increased responsibilities and opportu-
nities. 
Twenty-four boys left school on account of the war. Thirteen left 
on account of poor health. Fifteen attributed their withdrawals to teachers 
or school administration, with such statements as "disliked the teacher 11 • 
Twenty left school to go to work . Other reasons given were: needed in the 
home to help \dth the \<Tork; students were snobbish and unfriendly; home 
problems, etc. 
These drop-outs thought the schools could be more helpful ( 1) by e.'ilploy:-. 
ing younger and better teachers; (2) by eliminating old and cranky teachers, 
and partial teachers; (3) by using better and more modern methods; (4) by 
doing more guidance work.; (5) by teaching self reliance and placing re-
sponsibility on pupils; (6) by omitting useless material and making courses 
more practical; (7) by helping pupils get acquainted and teaching them how 
_12 
to make friends; (8) by more thorough work and more review; (9) by using 
textbooks more and library less; (10) by making vmrk easier and giving 
less homework. 
Aslang Havde12 made a study to reveal what the Pittsburg High School 
could do to hold its pupils longer since about one half of the pupils en-
rolled always leave before graducation. The information was taken from 
records of the school office, records and data of the attendance department, 
and personal interviews with students and their families. 
Effort was made to obtain the number withdraldng, their age and grade 
at time of withdrawal, and their nationality. Other information sought 
included data on each student's accomplishment in terms of grades, his 
rating on intelligence tests, his home environment, the number in student's 
family, the economic situation, reason for leaving school and present oc-
cupation. 
Out of the 238 students who withdrew before graduation, 41 did not 
enter high school, 40 withdrew during first semester on reaching their 
sixteenth birthday. Forty per cent failed in one or more subjects. Intel-
ligence quotients of these withdrawals ranged from 55 - 1147 with a definite 
correlation between low I. Q. and early vdthdrawal. The greatestmnnber 
of those studied left for economic reasons. 
Conclusions drawn from the study are: (1) that no kind of high school 
could hold all students until graduation because of their mentality and 
economic status, but (2) that perhaps one-fourth of those withdrawing would 
12 
Aslang Havde, "A Study of Withdrawals from High School. " California 
Journal of Secondary Education. Vol. XVI. ( Hay 1941 ) P. P. 297 - 298. 
1.3 
remain longer if there were courses within their grasp; (3) that since one-
half of the students enrolled withdraw at the end of two years or before, 
the school must plan to give them during that period such training as will 
best fit them to meet everyday life situations in their environment at home 
and at work. 
Carl D. Mornewec~3reports that at the time he wrote, 11Educational 
Level attained by ltinors Leaving Large Pennsylvania Schools for Employment", 
it was the lure of wartime vTages and a desire to assist in the war effort 
that attracted thousands of minors. The article is concerned with the 
withdrawal of male and female minors for full-time employment under the 
provisions of the Pennsylvania Child Labor Law and females sixteen and 
' seventeen years old 'liTho were engaged in domestic service. 
Over a two-year period the number of employment certificates issued to 
boys had tripled and the greatest number seeking employment had completed 
the ninth grade. The number of girls receiving employment certificates 
had more than tripled but the largest number of girls l·Tho dropped out had 
completed the tenth grade. 
Investigation shows that a greater portion of the boys had complet ed 
grades 8, 9, and 10 in 1941 than 1943 but only 12.8 per cent had finished 
high school in 1941 and 7.1 per cent in 1943. ~renty-six per cent of the 
girls had completed high school in 1941 and 15.3 per cent in 1943. 
The greater portion of boys had completed the upper four grades and a greater 
13 
Carl D. Morneweck, "Educational Level Attained by Minors Leaving 
Large Pennsylvania Schools for Employment. 11 American School Board Journal 
Vol. 108 (May 1944) PP. 21 - 23. 
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portion of girls, the upper five grades. 
The following conclusions were drawn from the study: 
1. If the present trend continues unchecked, the next census may 
indicate that persons t;venty years old and over may have on the 
average attained a lower educational level than 8.8 years of 
school attained in 1940. An attempt should be made to have the 
boys and girls work at least on a part-time basis so that their 
attendance at school need not be interrupted. 
2. The study seems to indicate that girls well toward the completion 
of their high school career, are being drawn into domestic service. 
A possible reason for t his is that the mother may be able to draw 
a higher wage and forces the daughter to assume home duties. 
3. It must be remembered that the judgment of these youth withdrawing 
from school is immature. Later on they may resent that they were 
not properly precautioned by school official, employers, and 
parents against their early withdrawal from school. 
}tildred Whitcomb14gives reports from cities on pupils who have 
left school in 1942-1943 to go to work. 
Philadelphia 
Birmingham 
Los Angeles 
Detroit 
Toledo 
14 
29 %' 
20 % 
15 % 
12 % 
12 % 
lfildred \vhitcomb, "Industry Is Robbing Our Classrooms". Nation's 
Schools. Vol XXXII ( August 1943 ) P. 64. 
Baltimore 
Seattle 
Gary 
ll 
1% 
1% 
In Philadelphia between Julyl, 1942 and Hay .31, 194.3 a total of 44,57.3 
full-time work certificates were issued to pupils sixteen and seventeen 
years old. Full-time work certificates were issued to 10,147 pupils in 
Seventh, Eighth and Ninth Grades in 1942. Almost a thousand more permits 
sent to pupils who had completed only Sixth Grade or less. 
In Providence, Rhode Island 20% of the Tenth Grade pupils and 6o% 
of the Twelfth Graders worked four-hour shifts outside of the regilar 
school day . 
Toledo reports 900 Junior and Senior High School boys and girls who 
work after school. It is a question as to whether these pupils are over-
doing physically and underdoing scholastically. 
Seattle reports 50% who are working with the school system attempting 
to supervise the work. 
The ~est Coast has taken the leadership in developing part-time work 
and part-time schooling arrangements with war indust ries when labor shortage 
is critical. 
C. B. Smith 15made a study to determine the causes and types of pupils 
who dropped out of a Mid-Vlestern High School during 1942-194.3 and to compare 
the numbers who dropped out in that year with previous years. 
15. 
c. B. Smith, "A Study of Pupils Dropping Out of a Hid-Western High 
School. 11 School Review Vol. 52 (March 1944) P. P. 151-156. 
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The community selected for study had a population of 7000. It had a 
number of industries including a paper mill, a foundry, and several coal 
mines. 
It w·as fo1.md that t he pupils who dropped out in 1942-1943 did not vary 
a great deal from the number in the same months of the two previous years, 
except in four months. There was a large number of drop-outs in Septeml?er 
which could be explained by the fact that a number of boys and girls sixteen 
years old and over quit shortly after school opening in the fall to go back 
to work to earn the money which they had enjoyed making duri ng the summer. 
There were definite i ncreases i n drop-outs in February, April and May . Pupils 
who had not done well in school dropped out at beginning of a new sentester 
in February to go to work. A good labor market starts in April and May 
which probably accounts for the drop-outs in those months. The percent of 
pupils who dropped out during these years are as follo11s: B per cent of 
student body in 1940- 41, B per cent in 1941-42, and 13% in 1942-43. 
In May 1942, the Mooney Problem Check List and Interest Index 8.2a de-
vised by the Progressive Education Association were given to are pupils 
then in high school . Sixteen boys and ten girls who had dropped out in 
1942-43 had taken the test. 
A scheme of socio-economic rating was used to to find the level of 
the d~op-outs. Ten per cent of pupils fell on A and B level; thirty-f ive 
per cent fell on l evel C and forty-five per cent on level D. Ten per cent 
of the pupils fell on the lowest level, E. The larger portions of the drop-
outs were classified i n the two lowest groups. 
The pupils who dropped out were compared with the entire .,student body 
with respect to their interests to academic studies. Although slightly 
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more academic and non-academic subjects were disliked by pupils dropping 
out of school, these pupils did not differ greatly from the entire student 
body in their pattern of likes and dislikes. 
1. The only significant differences between the drop-outs and the 
entire student body were economic status and attitude toward school. 
2. The data showed that more of the pupils from the lower socio-eco-
nomic groups were among pupils who dropped out. 
3. The number of drop-outs would be smaller if it were possible to 
rearrange the school program so as to give the pupils a chance to 
earn money and to allow those pupils who are not good scholars to 
receive rewards in activities and courses where scholastic ability 
is not of first importance . 
Aaron Goff16found that so many pupils who had dropped out of school 
had come into his veterans' classes and he found t his as an opportunity 
for investigation. 
Writer had found so many pupils who had dropped out of school in his 
veterans 11 classes found t his as an opportunity for investigation. The men 
in his class 't'rere representative of hundreds of veterans who had returned 
to civilian life vdth new attitudes tovrard school. Some had left school 
before completing seconde.ry education; a fet.-r needed even seventh and eighth 
grade work. These were the drop-outs who were now three to fifteen years 
older. 
The apparent reasons for their change of minds were maturation, broad 
experiences, interest, ambition, poise, self realization, personal influenc~ 
discipline and subsistence allowances. 
l;6 AarQIJ GQff, 11They Dropped Out of School" . Education. Vol. 70 
(January l';1)0 ) Pp. 330-332. 
iS 
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The mass return of veterans to school proves that drop-outs are educable. 
It proves that maturation factors and experiences do change attitudes towards 
education. It may prove that army discipline has had a beneficial effect in 
this respect. It does mean that the school must make every attempt to bring 
the drop-outs back to school. 
1_9 
CHAPTER II 
THE PLAN OF THE STUDY 
The findings of research which have attacked this problem were read 
and summarized. These writings, though limited, w·ere i?teresting and 
served as a guiding influence i n finding an objective approach to the ~~iBr'~ 
own study. Even though feli' of these studies relate to elementary drop-outs, 
they do give supportive assistance to the assumptions which this study re-
vealed as home factors, pupil factors and school factors which contribute 
to the high rate of drop-outs among the pupils in this investigation. Due 
to Dr. Chase's being in Europe, Dr. B. Alice Crossley served as advisor to 
assist the writer in finding a practical approach in planning the procedure 
,. 
and handling the available data. 
All records over an eight-year period, 1944-1952, including permanent 
record cards, medical cards, Virginia Teachers Registers and the school 
record book, teachers memorandum notes and anecdotal records f rom the writer's 
own office. The superintendent of the Lynchburg Schools who is very desirous 
of having this study made, supplied from his office records which gave 
additional information; I \ 
The data l'lere carefully analyzed and handled in the following manner: 
1. The number of pupils who had dropped out were ascertained. 
, . 
2. File cards ( 6x9) containg name, age, grade, addre~ parents' names 
and date of dropping out were made for each pupil. 
3. The scholarship and study habits of each pupil were listed. 
4. The causes for dropping out were obtained. 
5. The home conditions as l ist ed in the records were list ed. 
20 
6. Follo\'r-up interviews were made with parents to verify the records 
and to gather additional information. The follm-ring items were noted.: 
a . Unmarried parents 
b . 1-1arried but unwholesome environment 
c . Married but father dead 
d . l•larried but mother dead 
e. Step Parents 
f . Education of parents 
g. Attend Church 
h . Do not attend Church 
i . Source of income 
j • Amount of income 
k . Erlent of use of income for essentials 
1 . ~tent of use of income for non-essentials 
7. . The findings were tabulated in various ways to give a graphic picture 
of problem. 
8 . The t ables were evaluated and summary, conclusions and implications 
were found~ 
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C H A P T E R III 
I 
ANALYSIS .Q! £>m 
This was a study to determine 
1. The total number of pupils who dropped out according to six 
and causes during the period 1944-1952. 
2. The individual drop-outs by age, grade, scholarship and cause 
for each year, covering the eight-year period. 
3. The age-grade distribution of the total drop-outs in the three 
schools 
4. The most frequent causes of drop-outs by number and per cent 
for the period 1944-1952 in the three schools combined. 
5. Drop-outs according to scholarship ability tabulated by 
number and per cent in the three schools. 
6. The indigent status of drop-outs, tabulated according to cost 
of books, number, in family, broken homes, parent's salary and 
cost of rent. 
7. The total drop-outs in the three schools classified by the 
adequacy of furnishings of the family home. 
More meaning can be derived from the tables by further explaining the 
causes of drop-outs as follows : 
Working • This cause refers to pupils who have passed the compul-
sory school attendance age and have secured jobs. 
Moved from City • Some pupils moved from the city because of 
broken homes, due to the death of a parent or divorce, and some moved be-
cause their parents were seeking employment. 
Placed in Foster Homes • Often the courts order that pupils be placed 
in homes rather than send thent to reform school so that t hey can be given 
another chance in a more suitable environment. 
Sent to Reform School. After pupils persistently fail to respond to 
probationary action, theyare sent to reform school. 
Given Work Permit • Some pupils with very lol'r I. Q' s who seem to gain 
very little by attendance at school have been permitted to work before they 
have fully reached the compulsory attendance age. 
Passed Compulsory Attendance Age. These pupils are permitted to stop 
school but t hey do not seem t o be interested i n becoming employed on a 
regular job. 
Low I. Q. These have been permitted to stop upon request of parents 
or upon the advice of psychiatrists. 
Guidance Center Treatment. The courts or t he parents can request these 
treatments. 
Sent to Orphanage Home. Pupils without living parents or whose parents 
cannot care for them, are sent to orphanage homes. 
Accidental Death. Proper supervision might have prevented these deaths. 
Death from Illness. These deaths were due to lack of proper medical 
care. 
Table I, School A, gives the drop-outs accor~1g to sex and cause. 
I 
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TABLE I . School A 
DROP-OUTS ACCORDING TO SEX AND CAUSE 1944-1952 
CAUSE 
E-l 
! H ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ @ 0 <l! !I: Cl) 0 E-l . E-l ~ ~ YEAR NO . SEX &1 Cl) H E-l !I: ~ ~ E-l ~ <l! ~. E-1 ~ -..:: ~ H Cl) 0 0 0 P-. . ~ H ji., ~ P-. ~ ~ ::.:: 6 0 H e§ ~ ~ ~ 0 ~ E-1 0 0 . r£1 ~ 0 ji., ~ 0 ~ q 0' 0 0 ~ ji., ~ Q E-1 ~ f:l . ~ E-1 q r:il ! H q gs ~ ~ ~ 0 E-l Cl) ~ q E-1 H ~ ~ Cl) 3 H ~ 0 ~ M F 0 tj <l! ::::> 0 :::;: ~ P-. P-. Cl) P-. ~ 0 Cl) <l! 
1944- 1945 12 4 8 0 7 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1945-1946 12 9 3 2 9 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1946-1947 11 6 5 1 4 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 
1947-1948 9 . 6 3 2 2 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 
1948-1949 6 3 3 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
I 
I 1949-1950 13 7 6 3 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 
I 
r 
1950- 1951 18 8 10 3 8 1 1 2 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 
I 
1951-1952 12 10 2 3 3 0 2 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
TOTALS 93 53 40 14 42 3 6 10 3 2 3 3 1 1 1 4 
I 
..: 
J 
Table I, describing the drop-outs, 53 boys and 40 girls in School A, 
shows that 14 dropped out to i'lork, 42 moved from the city, 3 dropped on 
account of pregnancy, 10 were sent to reform schools. Three were given 
work permits, 2 passed the compulsory age, 3 were married, one had low 
I. Q., one dropped out to rece~ve guidance center treatment, one was sent 
to orphanage home and one was eliminated because of accidental death. Four 
were dropped on account of death from illness. 
Table II, School B, gives the drop-outs accordi ng to sex and cause. 
-~---== 
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YEAR 
1944-1945 
1945-1946 
I 1946-1947 
1947-1948 
1948-1949 
I 1949-1950 
1950-1951 
1951-1952 
TOTALS 
-+-= 
I 
26 
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TABLE II. School B 
DROP-QUTS ACCORDING TO SE[ AND CAUSES 1944-1952 
CAUSES 
8 
- i ~ I ~ r-:1 ~ 0 g <ll :I:: CJ) 
0 8 . E-1 ~ CJ) I ~ CJ) I ~ :I:: ~ NO SElC ~ P:: ~ E-1 s <ll ~ ~ H CJ) 0 0 0 • ~ ::tl H 0:: 
""' ~ P-. ~ 6 ~ ~ 6 0 ~ ";;' ~ 0 C5 P:: ~ 0 0 • r:c1 E-4 : II ~ ""' 0 ::;: ; a 0 ~ ~ ~ [-I ~ • ~ ~ ~ H P:: ~ 8 CJ) E-t H 8 ~ ~ s H ~ 0 ~ 14 F .~ ~ P-. P-. CJ) ~ P-. :z:: 5 CJ) ~ 0 
9 3 6 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
11 7 4 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
7 5 2 0 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 4 1 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 
4 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
38 21 17 0 31 1 0 0 1 0 0 3 0 1 1 0 
-
< 
I 
I 
-
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Table II, showing the drop-outs from School B, indicates that 21 boys 
and 17 girls dropped out. Thirty-one moved from the City, one dropped be-
cause of poor health, one was given work permit, three had low I. Q's one 
was sent to orphanage home and one was dropped because of accidental death. 
Table III, $Cnool c, gives the drop-outs according to sex and cause. 
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T BLE III. School C 
DROP-OUTS ACCORDING TO SEX AND CAUSES 1944-1952 
CAUSES 
~ 
~ ...:I ~ § ! I 0 ~ @ <: :I: Cll 0 8 . ! ~ ~ Cll H 8 ~ YEAR NO. SEX ~ ~ i t! ~ H Cll ~ 0 0 p.. . ra H ~ 1%-. ~ ~ ~ !;;! 6 ~ 0 ~ &: ~ ~ ~ 0 . r:':l 8 g g ! a 0 g ~ rr.. ~ 0 . ~ ~ ~ f%1 H ::r:: ~ 0 8 Cll e-. H 8 j fi1 ~ 3 8 fi1 0 ~ ~ 0 0 ~ 0 ~1 F: :::0: p.. p.. Cll p.. Cll <: 
1944-1945 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 () 1 0 0 0 0 
-
1945-1946 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1946-1947 2 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1947-1948 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1948-1949 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1949-1950 4 2 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1950-1951 3 2 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I 1951-1952 9 6 3 0 8 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAlS 21 12 9 0 17 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
Table III, shows that 21 pupils dropped out, 12 boys and 9 girls. 
Seventeen moved from the city, one had poor health, one was placed in a 
~oster home, one was sent to reform school and one had a low I. Q. 
29 
Table IV, dealing with individual drop-outs for the year 1944- 1945, 
shows that the majority of the pupils fell between the ages 12 and 15 ; 
v t i. e grade level for those pupils was fourth grade; the scholarship was 
well balanced between poor and average, noreof them rating above average. 
TABLE IV. 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-QUTS FROM SCHOOL A 
ACCORDING TO AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1944 - 1945 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Bettie s 1 Average Hoved From City 
Geraldine 6 1 Average Moved From Ci.ty 
Locki.e 10 3 Average Death From Illness 
Mildred 13 3 Poor Moved From Ci.ty 
Clarence 11 3 Poor Sent To Reform School. 
Columbus l3 4 Average Moved From Cit.y 
Lillie l3 4 Poor Moved From C:i.t,y 
Maybelle l4 4 Poor Sent To Reform School. 
James 15 5 Poor Given Work Permit 
Mary 10 5 Average Moved Fl."'lll City 
William 15 5 Poor Given Work Permit 
Willie 12 5 Average Moved From City 
Seven of the pupils moved from the city, one died from illness 1 2 '\rere 
sent to reform school and 2 were given work permits: 
I 
I 
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Table V, describing the drop-outs from school A for 1945 - 1946, shows 
ll that the average age was l:3 and the average grade vras grade 4. Seven had 
a scholarship status of average, five had an average of poor and only one had 
I an average of Good. Nine moved from the city, one ~ras pregnant and tvro were 
I 
I 
working. 
TABLE V. 
DIDIVIDUAL DROP-QUTS FROM SCHOOL A 
ACCORDING TO AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1945 - 1946 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Herman 10 1 Average J.; oved From City 
Thomas 8 1 Average Moved From City 
Louise 13 3 Average Moved From City 
Massie 16 3 Poor Noved From City 
Charles l.O 4 Average Noved From City 
Helen 10 4 Good Moved From City 
Arthur 11 5 Average Moved From City 
Clarence 1.3 5 Poor lvioved From City 
Elsie l.5 5 Poor Pregnant 
Jesse 14 5 Average Moved From City 
Otis 16 5 Poor vlorking 
William 16 5 Poor Working 
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Table VI, lists 11 drop-outs from School A, 1946, 1947. The average 
age was 13 and the average grade "ras 4. Four had scholarship record of 
average, 6 with scholarship records of Poor, and only one had an average of 
Good. Five moved from the city, one died from illness, one passed the 
compulsory attendance age, one was given work permit, one was sent to 
TABLE VI. School A 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-QUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1946 - 1947 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Deloris 7 1 Average l4oved From City 
Ethel 9 3 Average Death From Illness 
Eliza bet 16 4 Poor Passed Comp. Att. Age 
Mildred 15 4 Poor Moved From City 
\'falter 14 4 Poor Given Work Permit 
\'lilbert 12 4 Poor Sent To Reform School 
Clyde 12 5 Average 1-loved From City 
George 16 5 Poor Low I.Q. 
Gladys 12 5 Average Moved From City 
Haywood 16 5 Poor Moved From City 
Robert 11 5 Good Placed in Foster Home 
reform school one had low I. Q. and one was placed in a faster home . 
I 
-----
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Table VII, shows 9 drop-outs from School A. for the year 1947- 1948. The 
average age l'las 13 and the grade average was 5. Three had scholarship 
rating of average and six had an average of poor . One had low I. Q. , 
2 moved from the city, one married, one was pregnant, two were working 
and two were sent to refor.m school. 
TABLE VII. 
lliDIVIDUAL DROP-ours FROH SCHOOL A 
ACCORDING TO AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1947 - 1948 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Emma l2 1 Poor Low I.Q. 
Leroy 9 2 Average Moved From City 
Ronald l2 3 Poor Moved From City 
Betty 15 5 Poor l1arried 
Deloris 14 5 Average Pregnant 
Herbert 16 5 Poor Working 
John 13 5 Average Sent To Reform School 
Raymond 16 5 Poor Working 
RoderiCk 14 5 Poor Sent To Reform School 
I 
I 
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Table VIII, gives the six drop-outs from School A for 1948-1949. The 
average age was 1~, the average . grade was 5. ~vo had a scholarship average 
of Good, 3 average and one Poor. Two moved from the city, 2 were placed in 
a foster home, one married and one was dropped because of accidental death. 
TABLE VIII. 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS FRON SCHOOL A 
ACCORDING TO AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1948 - 1949 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Willie 7 1 Average Hoved From City 
Mozelle 10 4 Average Hoved From City 
Shirley 12 4 Good Placed In Foster Home 
Henry 13 5 Average Accidentar Death 
Lucille 16 6 Poor Married 
Robert 13 6 Good Placed In Foster Home 
I 
1 
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Table IX, With 13 drop-outs from school A for 1949-1950,give€ "all 
average age of 14 and an average grade of 4. Seven had a scholarship of 
average one had Good, and 5 had Poor. Seven moved from the city, one was 
sent to an orphanage hom, one dies from illness, 3 were w·orking, one dropped 
to receive guidance center treatment . 
TABLE IX. School A 
~~DIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1949 - 1950 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Doretha 6 1 Average Moved From City 
James 7 1 Average Hoved From City . 
Penod 6 1 Average Hoved From City 
Rita 6 1 Good Ivioved From City 
Shirley 9 2 Average !'loved From City 
Annie 10 3 Average Sent To Orphanage Home 
Robert 11 4 Average Moved From City 
Gordon 15 5 Poor Moved From City 
Wilbert 14 5 Poor Death From Illness 
Alfred 16 6 Poor Working 
George 15 6 Poor Guidance Center Treatment 
Naomi 16 6 Poor Working 
Ruth 16 6 Average ~vorking 
-
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Table X, l Jisting 18 drop-outs from School A•for 1950-195l,gives the 
average age.-. 12 and average grade as 6. Ten had average scholarship 
ability, and 8 had poor ability . Eight pupils moved from the city, two 
were sent to reform school, one died from illness, three stopped to go 
to work, one passed compuls.o·.ry attendance age, one was pJacJ9.c:F in foster 
home, one was pregnant and one was married: 
~ -=- -= -==..-- --~~--=--
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TABLE X. 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-QUTS FRO!.f SCHOOL A 
ACCORDING TO AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1950 - 1951 
Name Age Grade _ Scholarship Cause 
Ernest 8 1 Poor Hoved From City 
Ervin 8 1 Poor Moved From City 
David 6 1 Average Hoved From City 
.Dorothy 8 3 Average 1'-ioved From City 
Rebekah 8 3 Average Hoved From City 
Nettie 10 5 Average Moved From City 
Carl 12 6 Average Moved From City 
Clarence 12 6 Average Sent To Reform School 
Loretta 11 6 Average Death From Illness 
Matthew 15 6 Poor Sent To Reform School. 
Ne1vin l.6 6 Average Working 
Odessa 16 6 Poor Passed Comp. Att. Age 
Ronnie 11 6 Average Placed In Foster Home 
Augusta 14 7 Poor Pregnant 
E]jzabeth 15 7 Poor Married 
Eugene 16 7 Poor \'lorking 
Maggi].ean 13 7 Average Moved From Cit.y 
Tabitha 16 7 Poor Working 
T 
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Table XI, School A, sttows tw·elve pupils dropped out during 1951-1952 
with an averaE;e age of 13 and average grade level of grade 6. One had an 
average scholarship of gpod, five average, and 6 made an average of poor. 
Three moved from the city, two were placed in foster homes, two were sent 
TABLE XI. School A 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1951 - 1952 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Barbara 8 2 Average l-1oved From City 
Roland 9 3 Average Placed In Foster Home 
Howard 13 5 Poor Placed In Foster Home 
Percy 12 5 Average Sent To Reform School 
Betty 12 6 Average Hoved From City 
John 16 6 Poor Working 
Ronnie 13 6 Poor Sent To Reform School 
Robert 16 6 Poor vlorking 
Eugene 21 7 Poor Lo>-T I.Q. 
John H. 13 7 Average Sent To Reform School 
John T. 12 7 Good l1oved From City 
\villiam 16 7 Poor Working 
to reform school, three were \'torking, and one had a lou I. Q. 
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Table XII, School B, 1944-1945, shm~ that the average age of drop-outs 
j · 
was 9 and average grade level was 3. Three had scholarship ability of 
average and 6 had an average of poor. Seven moved from the city and two 
had low I. Q. 1s. 
TABLE XII. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1944 - 1945 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Barbara 6 1 Average l1oved From City 
Willie 8 1 Poor l-1oved From City 
Daisy 7 2 Average Moved From City 
Lewis 9 2 Poor Moved From City 
Hilda 10 3 Poor Moved From City 
Shirley R. 10 3 Poor Moved From City 
Clarence 14 4 Poor Low I.Q. 
Leroy 14 4 Poor Low I.Q. 
Shirley 0. 9 4 Average Moved From City 
- --- = r- -===-==-
------
·' 
40 
Table X III School B1 1945 , ..J.946 shows that 11 pupils dropped ¢.th 
an average age of nine and a grade level of 3. Seven had average ability 
and four had poor ability. Ten moved from city and one had lo~r I. Q. 
TABLE XIII. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-GUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
. 1945 - 1946 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Catherine B 1 Average Moved From City 
Lorenzo 7 1 Average Moved From City 
Samuel 7 1 I Average Moved From City 
Joan 7 2 Average Moved From City 
Kermit \'i. 7 2 I Average Moved From City I 
Theodore 10 2 Poor lvloved From City 
Willard B 3 Average Moved From City 
Cornelia 9 4 Average Moved From City 
Donald 12 4 Poor Hoved From City 
Shirley 10 4 Poor Moved From City 
WjJl:iam 15 4 Poor I.o\'1 I.Q. 
Table XIV, School B, lists seven as drop-outs for 1946- 1947 1rlth an 
average age of 11 ·ana average grade l evel of 3. Five had average scholarship 
ability and two had poor ability. SiX moved from the city and one had poor 
health. 
TABLE XIV. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1946 - 1947 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Ethel .7 1 Average Moved From City 
Lena 8 1 Average Poor Health 
Harold 11 3 Aver age l-1oved From City 
Nathaniel 8 3 Average Moved From City 
Howard 12 4 Poor Moved From City 
Eugene 15 5 Poor Moved From City 
Leroy l3 5 Aver age Moved From City 
4 :1 
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Table XV, School B, lists 5 drop-outs for 1947-1948 with an average 
I 
age of 9 and a grade level of 2. Two had average ability and three had 
poor ability. Two moved from ciio) one died from accidental deE!th, one 
was sent to an orphanage home and one was given work permit. 
TABLE XV. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP..OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1947 - 1948 
Na.11e Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Effort 6 1 Poor Moved From City 
Walker 8 1 Poor Sent To Orphanage Home 
Herman 9 2 Average Accidental Death 
Joyce 9 3 Average l.foved From City 
Preston 14 5 Poor Given Work Permit 
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Table XVI, School B, l ·ists 4 drop-outs for 1948-1949 with an average 
age of 11 and an average grade of 4. All had average scholarship ability 
and all r.-coved from the city~ 
TABLE XVI. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1948 - 1949 
I 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Jerline 9 3 Average Moved From City 
Delores 12 4 Average lvloved From City 
Jean 10 4 Average Moved From City 
Margaret 13 4 Average Hoved From City 
-= - ==--·=--=~o-=----=-.,---~----- ~================~-=======-~==~=--
------
Table XVII, School B, for the year 1949 - 1950,lists no drop-outs: 
TABLE XVII. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1949 - 1950 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
0 D 0 0 
44 
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l Table XVIII, School B, l i sts one drop-out for 1950 - 1951, i'Tith an 
age of 13, Grade level of 4, poor scholarship ability and gives moved 
from the city as the cause. 
TABLE XVIII. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1950 - 1951 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
James .: l3 '. 4 Poor } oved From City 
--r~ 
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Table XIX, School B, Lists only one drop-out for 1951 - 1952, vdth 
an age of 9, grade level 1, poor scholarshi p and moved from the city as 
the cause. 
TABLE XDC. School B 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1951 - 1952 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
James 9 1 Poor Moved From City 
~= 
Table XX, School c, grives only one drop -out for 1944 - 1945, 1dth an 
of 7, Grade level 1, poor scholarshi p ability, and low I. Q. As the cause. 
TABLE XX:. School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1944 - 1945 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Sarah 7 1 Poor Low I .Q. 
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Table XXI, School c, lists one drop-out for 1945- 1946, with an age 
of?, grade level 1, average scholarship ability, and moved from city as 
the cause. 
TABLE XXI. School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-0UTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1945 - 1946 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Arnett 7 l Average :Hoved From City 
Table XXII, School c, Lists two drop-outs for 1946 - 1947, with an 
average age of ll and grade level of 3. One had average ability and one 
had poor ability. one moved from the city and one was sent to reform 
school. 
TABLE XXII . School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1946 - 1947 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
David 9 2 Average } oved From City 
Jonathan 13 3 Poor Sent To Reform School 
-- --- --= -
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· Table XXIII, School C, lists only one drop-out for 1947-1948, with an 
age of ll, grade level 5, average scholarship and moved from the city as 
a cause. 
TABLE XXIII . School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1947 - 1948 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Lavonia 11 5 Average Moved From City 
Table XXIV, School c , :Li sts no drop-outs for 1948-1949. 
TABLE XXIV. School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-QUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
Name Age Grade 
0 0 0 
1948 - 1949 
Scholarship 
0 
bcrsum-tlnl ref'S i=ty= 
~chopl o1 fudQt &,i o~ 
Librorv 
Cause 
0 
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Table XXV, School C, gives four drop-outs for 1949-1950, vdth an 
average age of 9 and grade level of 4. Three yhad average ability and 
one had poor ability. All moved from the city. 
TABLE XXV. School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-OUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1949 - 1950 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Ralph 10 3 Poor Moved From City 
Mary Ann 7 3 Average }: oved From City 
Dianne · 8 4 Average :tv oved From City 
Landon 10 4 Average l-1oved From City 
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Table XXVI, School C, gives three drop-outs for 1950- 1951 with an average 
age of 9,a grade level of 4, ~~d average scholarship ability. Two moved 
from the ci ty and one was placed in a foster home. 
TABLE XXVI. School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-QUTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOIJ~HIP AND CAUSE 
1950 - 1951 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Frances 8 3 Average Moved From City 
James 9 3 Average noved·-·From City.' 
---
••-c-
David 10 5 Average Placed In Foster Home 
Table XXJII, School C, gives 9 drop-outs for 1951 - 1952, with an 
average age of 9, and grade level of 3. Two had good scholarship ability, 
three had average and three had poor ability, eight moved from the city and 
one had poor health: 
TABLE XXVII. School C 
INDIVIDUAL DROP-0UTS BY AGE, GRADE, SCHOLARSHIP AND CAUSE 
1951 - 1952 
Name Age Grade Scholarship Cause 
Frank 6 1 Average Hoved From City 
Verna 8 1 Average Boor Health 
Alfonza 9 2 Poor Moved From Ci t3 
Tim I 8 2 Average Moved From City 
Carmen I 8 3 Good 1 oved From City I 
Charles 9 3 Average Moved From City 
Barbara 10 4 Good Moved From City 
David 10 4 Poor Moved From City 
Benjamin 13 5 Poor Moved From City 
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Table XXlliii, Schools A, B, and C, gives the 152 drop-outs according 
to age, grade and per cent . The highest per cent of drop-outs fall at 
ages 8, 9, 10, 12, 13 and 16 years and over. The highest per cents of 
TABLE XXVIII. Schools A, B and C 
AGE-GRADE DISTRIBUTION OF DROP-QUTS 
1944 - 1952 
Ages Grades Totals Per Cent 
1 2 3 1J. 5 6 7 
6 8 8 5-3 
7 8 3 1 12 ?.9 
8 9 2 6 1 18 ll.8 
9 1 6 6 2 15 9.9 
10 1 1 5 8 3 18 ll.8 
11 2 1 3 2 8 5.3 
12 1 1 5 4 3 1 15 9.9 
13 3 4 6 2 2 17 11.2 
14 4 5 1 10 6.6 
15 2 6 2 1 11 7.2 
16 and Over 1 1 6 8 4 20 13.1 
Totals 28 12 25 28 33 17 9 152 
Per Cent 18 .4 7.9 16.5 18)+ 21.7 11,2 5.9 100.0 
drop-outs fall at grades 1, 3, 4, 5, and 6. 
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Table XXIX, S chools A, B, and C, gives the drop-outs according to most 
frequent causes by girls, boys and per cent . Eleven of the boys,or 7.2 
per cent and 3 girls, or 2 per cent, with a total of 14,or 9l2 per cent 
were working. 45 boys,or 29.6 per cent, 45 girl~ or 29.6% with a total of 
TABLE XXIX. Schools A, B and C 
DROP-oUTS ACCORDING TO HOST FREQUENT CAUSES 1944-1952 
Boys Girls Total Causes 
No • . Per Cent No. Per Cent No . Per Cent 
Working 11 7. 2 3 2.0 14 9. 2 
Moved From City 45 29 . 6 45 29.6 90 59. 2 
' Pregnant ~ 3 2.0 3 2.0 
I 
Placed In Foster Homes 5 3 .3 2 1.3 7 4. 6 
Sent To Reform School 10 6.6 1 . 7 11 7.2 
Given Work Permit 4 2.6 - -- 4 2.6 
Married 
- - - 3 2.0 3 2.0 
Low I . Q. 6 3 .9 .1 .7 7 4.6 
Death From Illness 1 .7 I 3 2.0 4 2. 6 
Totals 82 53.9 61 40.1 143 94.0 
90 or 59 . 2 percent, moved from the city. Three girls l'Tere pregnant idth 
a per cent of 3. 5 boys,or 3.3 per cent and 2 girls : arl.3 per cent with a 
total of ?,or 4. 6 per cent were placed in foster homes . 10 boy~or 6. 6% 
1 girl or .7 per cent, with a total of ll,or 7.2 per cent, were sent to 
reform school; 4 boys1or 2.6 per cent l'Tere given work permits; 3 girlsJ or 
2 per cent married. 6 boys,or 3 .9 per cent and 1 girl,or .7 per cent, with 
====-==----=----= --- -
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a total of 71 or 4. 6 per cent had low I. Q 1 s; one boy, or .?per cent, 3 girls , 
or 2 per cent, ~dth a total of 4,or 2.6 per cent died from illness. The 
total drop-outs according to most frequent causes was 82 boys pr 53.9 per 
cent, 71 girls,or 40.1 per cent, vdth a total of 143,or 94 per cent; 
' 
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Table XXX, Schools A, B and C, shov-rs drop-outs according to scholarship 
ability .4 boys or 2.6 per cent and 4 girls,or 2.6% with a total of 
s,or 5.3 per cent had good scholarship ability. 35 boys,or 23 per cent, 
43 girls~or 28.3% with a total of 78 boys~or 30. 9 per cent and 19 girls1 
or 12.5 per cent, with a total of 66 Ol"l 43.4 had poor sholarship ability~ 
TABLE XXX. Schools A, B and C 
DROP-GUTS ACCORDING TO SCHOLARSHIP ABILITY 1944-1952 
Scholarship Boye Girls Total 
No . Per Cent No. Per Cent No. Per Cent 
Good 4 2.6 4 2.6 8 5.3 
Average 35 23.0 43 28.3 78 51.3 
Poor 47 30.9 19 12.5 66 43.4 
Total 86 56 .6 66 43.4 152 100.0 
*- -- --1 --
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Table XXXI, Schais A, B and C, shows the 16 drop-outs according to 
indigent status. The average cost of books given each child each year 
was $7.34; the average number of children in family was 6, all th~iD homes 
were broken except 2; the average weekly salary of parents was $14.60; the 
average weekly rent paid \'TaS $4.37. Only tb~• of the pareniB 01-med their 
homes 
----------
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TABLE XXXI. Schools A, B and C 
DROP-QUTS ACCORDING TO niDIGENT STATUS 
Ave. Cost Number Parent•s 
Name of Books Children Broken Average Weekly lbuse 
Given Per in Homes Weekly Rent Paid 
Year Family Salary. I 
Percy $ 7.28 5 Yes $25.00 $ 5.50 
Me1vin 6.63 8 Yes 18.00 6.50 I 
-
James 5.63 5 No 18.00 5.00 
I 
Odessa 7.65 5 Yes 5.00 4.00 
Ronnie 5.63 4 Yes 10.00 6.25 r 
Lucille 9.44 8 Yes ~5.00 Owns Home I 1----
---
Bettie 5.63 8 Yes 10.00 4.00 
Augusta 7.26 4 Yes 12.00 4·75 
David 5.63 3 Yes 9.00 6.00 
Robert 9.32 10 Yes 15.00 Owns Home 
Eugene 7.65 8 No 14.00 5.50 
~ 
-
Beulah 9.44 4 Yes 14.00 3.50 
Claudette 7.65 8 Yes 15.00 Owns Home 
I' Shirley 4.15 3 Yes 19.50 7.50 
--
I Robert E. 9.26 3 Yes 14.00 4.00 I 
I 
Shir1ey I. 9.32 4 Yes 20.00 8.50 
Table XXXII, Schools A, B, & C,gives the drop-outs classified by 
adequacy of furnishings of family home. 16 homes were rated as comfortable. 
1J.3 per cent; 49 homes 1-rere rated !air, 40.80 per cent; 55 homes "'iere 
rated ~.inadequate, 45.8 per cent. There were 120 homes represented out of 
the 152 drop-outs: 
TABLE XXXII. Schools A, Band C 
152 DROP-QUTS CLASSIFIED 
BY ADEQUACY OF FURNISHINGS OF FAlULY HOME 
Furnishings No. of Homes Represented Per Cent of Homes 
Comfortable 16 ]J.3 
Fair 49 40.8 
Inadequate 55 45.8 
Total 120 99.9 
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CHAP T E R IV 
SUN:HARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
1. The major hypothetical conclusion is that the Lynchburg Elementary 
Schools do not ~~cise suffieient holding power to restrain pupils from 
dropping out when they reach s~teen. 
2. That the underprivileged children do not find satisfaction in the 
Lynchburg Schools when they reach sixteen. 
3. That social maladjustment is a significant factor in Lynchburg's 
stay in school problem. 
4. That economic destitution is a determining factor in Lynchburg's 
stay in school problem. 
5. That emotional disturbances are dete~ng factors in Lynchburg's 
stay in school problem. 
6. That the school has not addressed itself to the problem sufficiently. 
7. That pupils do not find the atmosphere (Community feeling) of the 
school conducive to encourage loyalty and devotion to the school program. 
8. That teachers do not evidence their interest in the group success 
of the school. 
9. That parents are indifferent and neglectful to their responsibility 
to cooperate with the teacher in attracting the child to the school. 
10. That the type of school building, equipment, and curricultnn are not 
adapted to pupil needs. 
Recommendations }fade on the Basis of This Steady. 
1. That intense effort be made on the part of teachers and administration 
to curb absencies 'and truancies. 
------
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2. That effort be made to affect a closer cooperation with those social 
agencies that may assist in relieving the distress of indigents. 
3. That the active cooperation of parents, both individually and 
through P. T. A.'s be solicited in preventing and curbing those 
tendencies which may lead to withdrawal; 
4. That the administration be requested to increase the guidance services. 
5. That the curriculum be broadened to take care of the special needs 
that are indicated in this study. 
6. That civic and community organizations be encouraged to foster programs 
for sltun clearance. 
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